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DECISION ON PETITION 
UNDER 37 C.F.R.§ 1.181 



This is a decision on the petition, filed on 02 November 2006, under 37 CFR § 1.182. The 
petition is being treated as a petition under 37 CFR § 1.181 to invoke Supervisory Authority of 
the Director and to request the Director to order the Examiner to enter and consider the 
declaration filed on 26 September 2006. 

The petition is DISMISSED AS MOOT 

37 C.F.R. §1.11 4(d) states, in part: 

If an applicant timely files a submission and fee set forth in § 1.17(e), the Office will 
withdraw the finality of any Office action and the submission will be entered and 
considered... 

37 C.F.R. § 1.181(c) states, in part: 

When a petition is taken from an action or requirement of an examiner in the ex parte 
prosecution of an application, or in the ex parte or inter partes prosecution of a 
reexamination proceeding, it may be required that there have been a proper request for 
reconsideration (§ 1.111) and a repeated action by the examiner... 

A review of application file history, it revolves that the declaration dated 26 September 2006 was 
filed to replace the declaration of 1 1 April 2006 and was filed after the Final Office action 
mailed 28 June 2006 and but before the filing of RCE on 27 October 2006. Pursuant to 37 
C.F.R. § 1.1 14(d), the declaration and amendment of 26 September 2006 was entered and 
considered by the examiner. 



Accordingly, the petition of 02 November 2006 is DISMISSED AS MOOT . Further, pursuant 
to 37 C.F.R. § 1.181(c), the petition is hereby DISMISSED and treated as a request for 
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reconsideration of the holding deficiency of the declaration. A delay to render a decision on 
petition is hereby regretted. 

Any inquiry concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned whose telephone 
number is (571) 272-3613. 




Quality Assurance Specialist 
(Formerly Special Program Examiner) 
Technology Center 2100 
Computer Architecture, Software, and 
Information Security 



